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B 
U 

I L
 D

 I 
N

 G
   A

   Q
 U

 A
 L

 I 
T 

Y 
  A

 R
 I 

Z 
O

 N
 A

B 
U 

I L
 D

 I 
N

 G
   A

   Q
 U

 A
 L

 I 
T 

Y 
  A

 R
 I 

Z 
O

 N
 A

Private and State Trust Private and State Trust 
LandsLands
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Vacant / NonVacant / Non--EntitledEntitled
Private and State Trust Private and State Trust 
LandsLands
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2020202010 Million10 Million
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2050205016 Million16 Million
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Fundamental IssuesFundamental Issues

•• Where are the roads?Where are the roads?
–– Do we improve primary Do we improve primary 

routes?routes?
•• Two versus Four versus Six Two versus Four versus Six 

LanesLanes

–– Do we improve alternate Do we improve alternate 
routes?routes?

•• Incident ManagementIncident Management
•• Congestion ReliefCongestion Relief

–– Do we need new routes Do we need new routes 
and/or corridors?and/or corridors?
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20 miles
30 miles

40 miles
50 miles

Travel Demand in a BuildTravel Demand in a Build--Out ScenarioOut Scenario

LegendLegend

Future Freeway NetworkFuture Freeway Network

Potential Commuter RailPotential Commuter Rail

Future LRT RoutesFuture LRT Routes

Existing Freeway NetworkExisting Freeway Network

Future Freeway NetworkFuture Freeway Network
(Proposition 400)(Proposition 400)

10 miles

09/25/06

Expected Population:  5.5 millionExpected Population:  5.5 million

Expected Households:  2.2 millionExpected Households:  2.2 million

Estimated Trips:  17.7 millionEstimated Trips:  17.7 millionExpected Population:  3 millionExpected Population:  3 million

Expected Households:  1.1 millionExpected Households:  1.1 million

Estimated Trips:  8.8 millionEstimated Trips:  8.8 million

Hassayampa ValleyHassayampa Valley

Hidden ValleyHidden Valley

Expected Population:  3 millionExpected Population:  3 million

Expected Households:  1.1 millionExpected Households:  1.1 million

Estimated Trips:  8.8  millionEstimated Trips:  8.8  million

Expected Population:  500,000Expected Population:  500,000

Expected Households:  180,000Expected Households:  180,000

Estimated Trips:  1.4 millionEstimated Trips:  1.4 million

Northern Pinal CountyNorthern Pinal County

Metropolitan PhoenixMetropolitan Phoenix Superstition VistasSuperstition Vistas

Expected Population:  1 millionExpected Population:  1 million

Expected Households:  400,000Expected Households:  400,000

Estimated Trips:  3.2 millionEstimated Trips:  3.2 million

Metropolitan PhoenixMetropolitan Phoenix
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 A Interstate 17 and US-93 – New 

River Valley Roadway Framework 
Study (proposed)

(9/2007-2/2009)

Interstate 17 and USInterstate 17 and US--93 93 –– New New 
River Valley Roadway Framework River Valley Roadway Framework 

Study (proposed)Study (proposed)

(9/2007(9/2007--2/2009)2/2009)

Interstate 10 – Hassayampa Valley 
Roadway Framework Study

(5/2006-3/2007)

Interstate 10 Interstate 10 –– Hassayampa Valley Hassayampa Valley 
Roadway Framework StudyRoadway Framework Study

(5/2006(5/2006--3/2007)3/2007)

Interstates 8 and 10 – Hidden 
Valley Roadway Framework Study

(1/2007-7/2008)

Interstates 8 and 10 Interstates 8 and 10 –– Hidden Hidden 
Valley Roadway Framework StudyValley Roadway Framework Study

(1/2007(1/2007--7/2008)7/2008)

Framework StudiesFramework Studies
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Opportunities and ConstraintsOpportunities and Constraints
Study Area Study Area 

Washes/CanalsWashes/Canals

Wilderness AreasWilderness Areas

Noise ContoursNoise Contours

TopographyTopography

JurisdictionsJurisdictions

Proposed Transportation Proposed Transportation 
CorridorsCorridors

Planned DevelopmentsPlanned Developments

Proposed ArterialsProposed Arterials

Proposed Employment Proposed Employment 
Center LocationsCenter Locations
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Buildout Travel Desire LinesBuildout Travel Desire Lines
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 A FreewaysFreeways

ParkwaysParkways

Major ArterialsMajor Arterials

Existing Freeway ImprovementsExisting Freeway Improvements

Future RTP FreewaysFuture RTP Freeways

New Freeway ProposalsNew Freeway Proposals

New Parkway ProposalsNew Parkway Proposals

New Parkway AlternativesNew Parkway Alternatives

Future Major Arterial NetworkFuture Major Arterial Network

Conceptual Transportation FrameworkConceptual Transportation Framework
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Conceptual Transportation FrameworkConceptual Transportation Framework

FreewaysFreeways
ParkwaysParkways
Major ArterialsMajor Arterials

Potential Potential 
TransitTransit

High Capacity Shuttle TransitHigh Capacity Shuttle Transit

Commuter RailCommuter Rail

Rail ConnectorRail Connector

Bus Rapid TransitBus Rapid Transit

Light Rail TransitLight Rail Transit
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Just a framework . . .Just a framework . . .

•• A framework for future transportation facilities A framework for future transportation facilities 
and connectionsand connections

•• Locations are subject to change!Locations are subject to change!

•• Subject to appropriate planning, engineering, Subject to appropriate planning, engineering, 
and environmental studiesand environmental studies
–– Regional Transportation PlanRegional Transportation Plan

–– Municipal General PlansMunicipal General Plans

–– Corridor Location StudiesCorridor Location Studies

–– Design Concept Reports (DCR)Design Concept Reports (DCR)

–– State and National Environmental StudiesState and National Environmental Studies

•• Recommendations are not publicly fundedRecommendations are not publicly funded
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Next Steps:  Completing the StudyNext Steps:  Completing the Study

•• Develop alternativesDevelop alternatives

•• Model alternatives to identify performanceModel alternatives to identify performance

•• Conduct tiered evaluation process of Conduct tiered evaluation process of 
alternatives alternatives 

•• Formulate network recommendationFormulate network recommendation

•• Develop implementation planDevelop implementation plan



B 
U 

I L
 D

 I 
N

 G
   A

   Q
 U

 A
 L

 I 
T 

Y 
  A

 R
 I 

Z 
O

 N
 A

B 
U 

I L
 D

 I 
N

 G
   A

   Q
 U

 A
 L

 I 
T 

Y 
  A

 R
 I 

Z 
O

 N
 A

Next Steps:  Incorporating the Study Next Steps:  Incorporating the Study 

•• Study AcceptanceStudy Acceptance
–– MAG Regional CouncilMAG Regional Council

–– Maricopa CountyMaricopa County

–– MunicipalitiesMunicipalities

•• RecommendationsRecommendations
–– Key Framework CorridorsKey Framework Corridors

–– Freeway Interchange RecommendationsFreeway Interchange Recommendations

–– New New ““LimitedLimited--Access ParkwayAccess Parkway”” RecommendationRecommendation

–– Implementation StrategyImplementation Strategy
•• Fiscal ElementFiscal Element

•• Constructability ElementConstructability Element

B 
U 

I L
 D

 I 
N

 G
   A

   Q
 U

 A
 L

 I 
T 

Y 
  A

 R
 I 

Z 
O

 N
 A

B 
U 

I L
 D

 I 
N

 G
   A

   Q
 U

 A
 L

 I 
T 

Y 
  A

 R
 I 

Z 
O

 N
 A

Land Use

Job Creation

Air Quality

Land 
Consumption

Traffic

Water Use

Miles of Driving

Open Space

Housing
Opportunities

Choices and OutcomesChoices and Outcomes

Transportation
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InterInter--state Corridorsstate Corridors

IntraIntra--state Corridorsstate Corridors

InterInter--national Corridorsnational Corridors
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U.S. Trade Patterns in the SouthwestU.S. Trade Patterns in the Southwest
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Network to Support Network to Support 
InterInter-- and Intraand Intra--State State 

Travel DemandTravel Demand

300 centerline miles of 300 centerline miles of 
known freeway known freeway 
upgradesupgrades

490 centerline miles of 490 centerline miles of 
fourfour--lane divided lane divided 
highwayshighways

Minimum $75 billion Minimum $75 billion 
investment for this investment for this 
scenario . . .scenario . . .

No guarantees or No guarantees or 
warranties implied . . .warranties implied . . .

SCENARIO AND CONCEPT SCENARIO AND CONCEPT –– FOR PRESENTATION PURPOSES ONLYFOR PRESENTATION PURPOSES ONLY

1,030 centerline miles 1,030 centerline miles 
of added freeway lanesof added freeway lanes

920 centerline miles of 920 centerline miles of 
new freewaysnew freeways
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Reconnaissance StudyReconnaissance Study

•• Identify shortIdentify short--term transportation solutions.term transportation solutions.

•• Provide an action plan for establishing a vision for Provide an action plan for establishing a vision for 
Arizona transportation into the futureArizona transportation into the future

•• Describe the link between transportation and Describe the link between transportation and 
economic growtheconomic growth

•• Develop statewide transportation planning toolDevelop statewide transportation planning tool

•• MultiMulti--funded: funded: COGsCOGs, , MPOsMPOs, and ADOT, and ADOT

B 
U 

I L
 D

 I 
N

 G
   A

   Q
 U

 A
 L

 I 
T 

Y 
  A

 R
 I 

Z 
O

 N
 A

B 
U 

I L
 D

 I 
N

 G
   A

   Q
 U

 A
 L

 I 
T 

Y 
  A

 R
 I 

Z 
O

 N
 A

State and Local Government Transportation Spending as Percent of 
Gross State Product (Private Sector)

Eight Fastest Growing States in terms of Population
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State and Local Government Transportation Spending as Percent of 
Gross State Product (Private Sector)

Eight Fastest Growing States in terms of Population
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Thank You!Thank You!Thank You!

Bob HazlettBob Hazlett
Maricopa Association of GovernmentsMaricopa Association of Governments
302 N First Avenue, Suite 300302 N First Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix AZ  85003Phoenix AZ  85003--15621562
602 254602 254--63006300
bhazlett@mag.maricopa.govbhazlett@mag.maricopa.gov


